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REMARKS 

Entry of this amendment, reconsideration of all grounds of objection and rejection 
in the Final Office Action, and allowance of all the pending claims are respectfully 
requested in light of the above-amendments and the following remarks. Claims 1-9 and 
1 1-12 remain pending herein. Claims 1 and 9 axe independent claims. Claim 1 has been 
amended to incorporate the subject matter of claim 8 and further include that the MPEG 
data stored in the FIFO section in synchronization with the clock s ignals of the 
oscillator is forwarded to a s tandard-definition (SD) or high-definition (HP) leveled 
MPEG decoder for a subsequent processing withont requiring an additional clpcfe 
generator for bit rates of about 50 Mbps or greater ; support is found in claim 8 and 
the specification at page 3, lines 15-19, and page 11, lines 11 to page 12, line L 
Independent claim 9 has been amended so that the method recites a similarly-worded 
method step. 

In addition, Claim 11 has been amended as suggested by the Examiner to 
overcome the objection to claims 11 and 12. 

Claims 1, 2 and 7 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly being 
obvious over Molloy (US 5,337,334) in view of Wei (US 2002/0154640). Claims 3-5 
stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly being obvious over Molloy (US 
5,337,334) in view of Wei (US 2002/0154640) in view of Venkata et al (US 
2003/0052709) fVenkata") in further view of Prasad et aL (US 6,298,387) ("Prasad"). 
Claim 6 stands rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly being obvious over Molloy 
in view of Wei, in view of Venkata, in view of Prasad and in further view of Tang et at 
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(US 2002/0075980) ("Tang"). CI airo 8 stands rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly 
being obvious over Molloy in view of Wei, in further view of Ngai (US 2001/0021227). 
Claim 9 stands rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly being obvious over Venkata 
in view of Hut et al. (US 6,868,091) ("Hui").Claim 10 stands rejected under 35 USC § 
103(a) as allegedly being obvious over Venkata in view of Hui in further view of Roy et 
al (US 2001/0016023) ("Roy 1 '). Claim 11 stands rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as 
allegedly being obvious over Venkata in view of Hui, it) view of Roy, and in further view 
of Takashi et al (US 2003/0028820) ("Takashi"). Claim 12 stands rejected under 35 USC 
§ 103(a) as allegedly being obvious over Venkata in view of Hui, in view of Roy, and in 
further view of Matsumura et al (US 2001/0004366) ("Matsumura"). Applicant 
respectfully traverses all of these grounds of rejection with the aforementioned 
amendments to independent claims 1 and 9. 

The presently claimed invention provides, inter alia^ an asynchronous transport 
stream receiver employing DVI-ASI mode that permits a high quality of image data, such 
as in high definition (HD), of about 50 Mbps or more, to be output without requiring an 
additional high frequency clock generator and a control circuit for controlling the clock 
generator that would have been required before the invention. The presently claimed 
invention provides an advantage that regardless of the compression condition (SD or HD) 
of the MPEG-3 data input the read controller fwhich mav comprise an FPGA) can output 
the MPEG-2 data having the bit rate capable of being processed at the SD or HD leveled 
decoder, wherein bv dividing the clock signals of the typical 27 MHz oscillator, 
incorporated in the read controller with a built in PLL or DLL, there is an elimination of a 
need for an additional clock generator or control circuitry for the additional clock 
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generator , (specification at page 11, lines 11-18). Thos, an advantage of the present 
Invention is that an HP leveled MPEG-2 decoder in a set-ton box con nected to the 
read controller 27 is able to process the MPEG-2 data at a bit rate capabl e of being 
processed by the SD leveled decoder, w hich includes a bit rate faster than 15 Mbps 
(specification at page 11, line 20, to page 12, line 1). Therefore the recitation that the 
MPEG data stored in the FIFO section in synchronization with the clock signals of 
the oscillator is forwarded to a standard-definiti on (SD) or high-definition (HV) 
leveled MPEG decoder for a subsequent processing without requiring an additional 
clock generator for bit rates of about 50 Mbos or greater is not disclosed or suggested 
by any combination of the cited references. 

For example, the Office Action admits (paragraph number 12) that Molloy does 
not disclose the MPEG data stored in the FIFO section in synchronization with the clock 
signals of the oscillator is forwarded to an SD or HD leveled MPEG decoder for 
subsequent processing, but cites Ngai discloses this recitation. However, the combination 
of Molloy and Ngai, fails as a combination, to disclose or suggest either of claims 1 or 9 
because a slice decoder is decoding slice layers, and a slice layer is understood by a 
person of ordinary skill in the art as being a row of macroblocks in MPEG, when the 
output is provided to a set top box, there would still be required another high frequency 
generator to produce both SD and HD- The present invention eliminates this deficiency 
regarding the combination of Molloy and Ngai. Nor are the combination of elements in 
claims 1 or 9 obvious within the knowledge in the art. 

With regard to rejections under 35 U.S.C.§ 103(a), Applicant respectfully submits 
that the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit required a showing of an 
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un rebutted prima facie case of obviousness (In re Rouffet, 149 R3d 1350, 47 USPQ2d 
1453 (Fed. Cir. 1998) (citing In re Deuel, 51 F.3d 1552, 1557, 34 USPQ2d 1210, 1214 
(Fed. Cir. 1995))). According to United States Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, the 
predecessor to the Federal Circuit, the prima facie case can be established only if the 
prior art references, among others, teach all features in the claims (In re Royka, 490 F.2d 
981, 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1970); see also MPEP 2143.03), or if the claim or claims 
recite features as combined in the claims that would have been within the ordinary skill in 
the art (KSR International Co. v, Teleflex Inc. et aL y No. 04-1350, U.S. Supreme Court, 
decided April 30, 2007). 

With regard to the above paragraph, Applicant respectfully submits that the Office 
Action does not set forth a prima facie case of obviousness under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 
against independent claims 1 or 9 in view of the combinations of references, nor are the 
recited elements, as combined in the claims, within the level of ordinary skill in. the art 
and obvious to the artisan. 

In view of the abov ©-discussion of independent claims 1 and 9, as amended, and 
the combination of references, reconsideration and withdrawal of all grounds of rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) are respectfully requested 

The other claims in this application that are each dependent from one of 
independent claim 1 or 9, and at least for the same reasons regarding the patentability of 
claim 1 and 9, as discussed above, are therefore believed patentable as well. Since each 
dependent claim is also deemed to define an additional aspect of the invention, however, 
the individual consideration of the patentability of each on its own merits is respectfully 
requested. 
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For all the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that all the present 
claims are patentable in view of the cited references. A Notice of Allowance is 
respectfully requested. 

In the event that any additional fee is required to continue the prosecution of this 
Application as requested, please charge such fee to Deposit Account No. 502-470. If the 
Examiner has any questions regarding this Application, it is respectfully requested that 
the Applicants' attorney of record be contacted at the below-noted telephone number. 



Steve S. Cha, Reg- No- 44,069 
Cha & Rciter, LLC 
210 Route 4 East, #103 
Paramus, NJ 07652 
Telephone: (201)226-9245 
Facsimile; (201)226-6246 

SC/sg 



Date; October 




By: SfeVe S. Cha 
Attorfiey for Applicant 
Registration No. 44,069 
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